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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 1 is objected to because in line 2 it discusses "the Requestor identifier" 
however, this limitation lacks antecedent basis, the same goes for "the input 
specifications". The examiner also cites grammatical errors that make the preamble 
difficult to read. The Examiner suggests placing commas after "output specifications" 
and "output characteristics" and including a phrase such as: "... output characteristics, 
the method further comprising:" The Examiner also points out that lines 15 and 18 
discuss "the manipulation" however, there is no antecedent basis for this in the claim, 
claim 17 contains the same issue. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claims 2-16 and 18-23 are objected to because of minor informalities. Each 
claim should read "the method of claim 1" or "the method of claim 17" , as opposed to 
the method of claim in 1/17. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 1 cites a method, however the language doesn't 
discuss any steps of the method, the claim limitations only require components. The 
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Examiner suggests amending to discuss a system rather than a method. In addition, 
the preamble cites among other things, a method of outputting authentication 
information, yet there is no requirement in the claim language for outputting 
authentication information; this renders the claim incomplete. 

4. Claims 2-4,13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Each of these claims discuss "wherein the 
manipulation data is however claim 1 describes two distinct manipulations of data, 
the Examiner is unclear as to which manipulation (i.e. by the logon component or the 
sign-up component) these claims refer to. Claims 19-22 have similar issues. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steele et al. (Us Patent 7016877) and Kanaishi et al (US PgPub 2003/0115489). 

6. As per claim 1 , Steele discloses a method of gathering and outputting 
authentication information on a computer network where the Requestor identifier is used 
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both in the input specifications and output specifications permitting dynamic changes in 
input requirements and output characteristics comprising: 

a Requestor assignment component providing a means for generating a unique 
Requestor Identifier for each authenticated Requestor and a means for storing said 
Requestor Identifier in a data storage medium having a plurality of Requestor Identifiers 
(column 7 lines 35-39 and column 16 lines 52-62); 

a sign-up specification assignment component providing, for each Requestor 
identifier, a means for accepting at least one sign-up specification record and a means 
for storing said sign-up record or group of records and Requestor identifier in a data 
storage medium (column 15 lines 16-57 and fig. 4); 

a logon specification assignment component providing, for each Requestor 
identifier, a means for accepting at least one logon specification record and a means for 
storing said logon record or group of records and Requestor identifier in a data storage 
medium (column 15 lines 16-57 and fig. 4); 

a sign-up receiving component providing a means for accepting input from End- 
users including Requestor identifier and a means for using the sign-up specification 
record or records associated with the said Requestor identifier in the manipulation of 
End-user data (column 16 line 46-column 17 line 45); and 

a logon receiving component providing a means for accepting input from End- 
users including Requestor identifier and a means for using the logon specification 
record or records associated with the said Requestor identifier in the manipulation of 
End-user data (column 16 line 46-column 17 line 45). 
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The Examiner notes that Steele doesn't specifically disclose the embodiment of 
a separate sign-up receiving component and a logon receiving component. Steele 
discloses similar functionality wherein a single component performs the manipulation of 
data using both the logon and sign-up records. The Examiner argues that it would have 
been an obvious modification to include separate components for the manipulation of 
data. It appears that it is a design choice whether to implement the functionality in a 
single component or multiple components. Thus the Examiner argues that it would 
have been readily apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art that the functionality of 
Steele could have been embodied with separate components. 

In addition, Kanaishi also discloses the required components discussed above 
(see [0040] - [0047]). The Examiner adds Kanaishi as a supplemental reference and 
not necessarily to overcome any deficiencies in Steele. 

7. As per claim 2, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the 
manipulation of data is verifying input data (column 16 line 63 - column 17 line 5). 

8. As per claim 3, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the 
manipulation of data is placing data in a data storage medium (column 18 lines 6-17). 

9. As per claim 4, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the 
manipulation of data is sending data in an electronic mail message (column 1 1 lines 54- 
65). 

10. As per claim 5, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the sign-up 
specification record is data field information (see fig. 3 and 4). 
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11. As per claim 6, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the sign-up 
specification record is field display information (column 14 lines 27-47). 

12. As per claim 7, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the sign-up 
specification record is authentication information (column 15 lines 36-49). 

13. As per claim 8, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the sign-up 
specification record is an input parameter (column 15 lines 44-47). 

14. As per claim 9, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the logon 
specification record is data field information (see fig. 3 and 4). 

15. As per claim 10, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the logon 
specification record is field display information (column 14 lines 27-47). 

16. As per claim 1 1 , Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the logon 
specification record is authentication information (column 15 lines 36-49). 

17. As per claim 12, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the logon 
specification record is an input parameter (column 15 lines 44-47). 

18. As per claim 13, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the 
manipulation of data is the retrieval of an element of data previously stored using the 
sign-up receiving component (column 17 lines 18-34). 

19. As per claim 14, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the 
manipulation of data is the display of data in a data display medium (column 17 lines 
18-34). 

20. As per claim 15, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the logon 
receiving component further comprises: an authentication fulfillment component that 
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completes the authentication of the End-user by setting an authentication token (column 
1 1 line 43 - column 12 line 3). 

21 . As per claim 16, Steele discloses the method of claim in 1 wherein the Requestor 
and the End-user are the same (column 17 lines 55-57 wherein in the update process 
the requestor and end-user would be the same. 

22. Claim 17 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 1 , wherein the data storage medium for the plurality of requestors and end-users 
in discussed in column 16 line 52 to column 17 line 5. 

23. As per claim 18, Steele discloses the method of claim in 17 wherein the End-user 
data logon component further comprises: an End-user authentication fulfillment 
component that completes the authentication of the End-user information by setting an 
authentication token ((column 1 1 line 43 - column 12 line 3). 

24. Claim 19 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 13. 

25. Claim 20 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 3. 

26. Claim 21 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 4. 

27. Claim 22 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 14. 

28. Claim 23 is rejected because it discloses substantially similar subject matter to 
claim 16. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon S. Bludau whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3722. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Friday 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Brandon S Bludau 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2132 




